We used raw catch-per-unit-effort data as a measure of relative grouper abundance in Fig.  3c . Owing to the vagaries of fishery dependent landings data, this use of CPUE data is inappropriate, and all references to Fig. 3c as verification of rank grouper abundance should be ignored. Figure 3c should also not be used to derive a lionfish stock estimate as lionfish are not currently found in high numbers in the head boat fishery.
All comparisons between grouper abundance and lionfish abundance are from density estimates found in the survey areas only. The site locations were not selected based on a stratified random design. Presently, habitat maps are not available to support such a design. Statements of comparison are not meant to be of total population abundance for either lionfish or groupers.
Behavioral differences between grouper and lionfish may lead to differences in detectability via visual surveys. While there are methods to evaluate these differences, the logistical constraints of diving in deep water precluded their employment in this study. However, published values of detectability were used as a correction factor (Stewart and Beukers 2000) in an attempt to correct for this possible source of error. Visibility was generally very good on the survey sites and experienced divers conducted the transect surveys.
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